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In response to the Acting Director’s letter to the 
Department in which the latter was told that all Freedom of Information 
problems which the Department has hereafter should be raised to the 
Bureau's Office of Legal Counsel, Robert Saloschin and John Gallinger 
of the Department's Office of Legal Counsel came to my office this 
morning and discussed captioned case with Inspector Min!./, and myself. 

The Department admits that this is probably the worst 
”botched-up" case that they have handled and that it is their fault. 

Hoch originally asked for information a year and one -half ago they said 
and it lias been almost a year since he initiated an administrative appeal 
upon the Department's denial of his request. This long delay puts the 
Department in a very bad position no matter whether tin v try to handle 
the request administratively or go to the courts. 

Hoch is a professor at Berkeley and is an assassination buff. 

He appears to believe that Lee Harvey Oswald was an informant of the FBI 
before the assassination and that the Bureau has been "hiding out" some 
little tidbits of information to that effect which Iloch might be able to 
discover and use for his own purpose. For that reason his request is to see 
all B ureau documents, reports, and communications of any sort, concerning 
Oswald prior to the assassination of President Kennedy and also/see all of 
the material which then Assistant Director Belmont carried under his arm 
to the hearings of the Warren Commission and testified from it and then 
brought back without the Warren Commission having examined each page; 
in that material. Those two requests really dovetail. 

From previous contacts with the Bureau. Hie Department 
representatives have been advised that the Oswald file contains four hundred 
volumes. We explained that nothiug short of a tedious and expensive page by 
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page review of a considerable part of that file, at the very least, would 
enable the Bureau to be in a position to state by testimony or affidavit 
that 'we do or do not have such material as Hoch wants, and to locate 
any material which we do not mind Iloch seeing, if any. The Department 
response was that they certainly are not going to allow Iloch to see 
everything, yet they now are in a "bind” such that they must show some 
affirmative action by either allowing him to see some documents or 
making a very clear case after file review as to why fie cannot see any. 
jit is their view that we must make this file review' and submit our findings 
j to them. 

We told the Department representatives that the FBI position*, 
on this case is the same as that previously stated to them, that we opposes 
anything being given to Hoch. But if we wore ordered by the Department 
to make a file review they may so stale and then go on In detail as precisely 
as possible the type of documents in which they are interested and the very 
exceptions under the Freedom of Information Section which we may use 
in forming a judgment on whether any particular document may or may not 
be released. The person doing the file review' needs some basis for judgment 
as to each document and the criteria must be furnished by the Department. 
The Bureau's Office of Legal Counsel will, of course, assist a supervisor 
making the* file review in Domestic Intelligence Division in answering 
any questions that he may have for us. 

I would suggest that the Bureau keen an accurate record of 
the manpower and lime involved in doing this project, because it may become 
important in later negotiations or a court case if that is what this matter 
comes to. The Government does have some right to resist on the right 
of expense. The Department representative said they had toyed with the 
idea of making Hoch put up $1. 000 expense money (the Jaw allows charges 
for work done) but they think because of their inordinate delay in handling 
this case they are now in a poor position to make such a demand. 

There is nothing to be done until the official request comes 
in from the Department. At that time w r e will discuss the matter with 
the Domestic Intelligence Division. 
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RECOMMENDATION: 

None: for information. . • 






